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. The physical anfl ^interpersbpal contexts withlji which 

rapes ac.curi^w^ re investigated* The physical context^ defined in ternie 
of observers* perceptions of the likelihood of rapes occur,rlng In. a 
particular; settiMr produce variations In the degree of 1 
responsibility assigned to the victim, women raped In high' 
probability of rape settings were held as more responsible for the 
rape* The interpersonal context of rape^ defined in terms of the 
^^g^QQ Qf prior intimacy between th^ rapist and the victim, was also 
highly ^relevant to observers' judgements* Any prior sexual 
intercourse between the vlctltn and rapist led to much higher 
responsltirity assigned to the victim, and less responsibility 
assigned to the rapist. (AuthorK 
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■■\ The Vesetfch that I will be 6i$€pAb]fig 't6i^^^ -kp6 ihs proposals fof ; 
future f ©search that, I win be''presVf|.tiijg,..have deVelob^a' 'as part of; an- on- v 
going program of research 0n the'SQc1|l f^r^^ptfort^bf rape that Is^belpg , 

carried out ^by Lawrenci Calhoun^; jfm J#lby/and mj^s^ Although 5yr pro- * 

\" ' ' ' ■ ^ -, ^ - ' * ' H \ ' ■ \/' ' " 

\ . gram involves an investigation 'of 'man/' aspects of t sBcf^l perception SL V 

\ ofoeess,. I wou.ld like to fft#s "my atteHtftn on^a^'sei or#ar.1«b7'es" that hsm'^i. 
\ been neaVly neglected up to this t1rte/,^thWf^4W^^^^ 
\with1iri which the rape occurred. ^ ^ 

There is clearly great value lii exarrtinlng t!h^ ch.ar%terist1cs of th^ ' Jf^ 
victims and observers that affect the socla^l . perception 'of rape, "Jiowever, aw^ : 
^ cbifiplete understanding ofjthe attribution a]. Judgments^ Bitftff. rnp^^ r^st take. 

;into consideration 'tHe'''p5tent1al impact .of the context Jhat \sunrbund6^ . She 

• , .J / ^ ^- ■ " - T -''^ ' t'^. . "^'^ . 

= participants during, the r^pe episode, \ ; 

^■Thers are -two "context variables that We have begun^ tfl fo,CU*s on^,n our . .1?^. 

. ^ ^research^. We have designated these the Physical Conte;(t ^and |he Intefprsonal 

' ^ Gontext. I would Tike to discuss each of these, present sbni^ prtllininary 

results that ^e hav,e obtained and suggest^jome directions tW|t'fatlir> re- 

;^ ■ se^h ^could '^kg^f I shaaW'warn jou:;tMt^ L not be able to rri^^ any 

/ thing 'iRprb^xmiX^^ at the|^end, but I hope to^fww 

^ ^ £hat te'resSar^ch' on thesff^Ar^ttbles is^ ^ fruiwil direction 1n,whnch to be^ 

proceedljig. ^ ' • ■ ' 

The physicaT context, as we have operationalized it, includis the physl- 
-,cal setting within^ whte^ the avents tran as well as the rrrodlfiers 

' ■V f nfecessary;ta- makt A^he sfe^^ '■ 

There i's nd-ques^ion thai.across different settings the actual proba- 
. .biTity of rape occurring .does vary. For example, Brownmiller (1975) in her 
■ hi'storioal account of,'.^ape, describes the increased frequency of rape during 
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.wars and other , .social upheavals. •Additionally, more recent statistics 
(/tair;Vt967). coi^^^ indicate that there are certain setting - .. . 

varfa'bTes that af"©" more' highly associated with the occurrence of rapes. ,: 

: ^ ' ' '■■ < *. ■ ^- ' • ■ 

Weekeit^ days\sh6w a'h.1«ghe'f frequency of ■rapes, with nearly ^0% occurring 

on the week'end.. The. hour»« bitween 8:60' p.m. arid 2:00 a.m. are also 

especially dangerous, with nearly^half the rapes taking pi aca during tMs 

Wy ^prarlpcl* %vmiker]d night would- thus seem to be a context within which 



avH^Dr^^^af niucfl roore Hkely to occur. ^ ^ *V ; 

.jH^P^;^artUtfV physlw of rapes provides additional , variability . 

"^th^'m^ti^ people probably have the Image of a rape occifr-' ' 

rin00n a d;a]^c street, or some other frightening setting, nearly ane-thlrd^ ^ 
of the rapes reported take place in .the home of the victim* Other common / 
locations were the offender's automobile, the offendir' s.hotife and the home 
Of somt tfther per^bn/ Streets arvd pairks, typical frightening locations 
/atfcount#'for-on1y-.j4%'of the rap^ reported (Schram, 1978). 

; Of jcourse, 1h' research on the SDclal oerceptlo'n of rape, the attual 
T'atels atf which rapes occur in certain lettihgs may be much less important tha,n 
r perceived probabilities held by naive observers. Thus, the fact that many 
^nipeV do take place^ in the victim's home is probably less important than the 
fact!;' that observers cotislder the home to be a relatively'safe setting. 

Ifi our research we are trying to devise a procedure which wilT allow us 
to Itfawtify the characteristic* wh1ch\bservers wi ll use In distinguish-, 
Ing settings-whJch they perceive as playing a large versus a small cau;sal 
role in cgiusing the rape* In essence, the question we are trying to deal 
with is the impact on attributions made concerning the othelp possible causal 
factOTS - the rapist- and' the victim - when the sfittlng Is varied*' r 

.there would seem to be two opposing strategies that pBservers raight 
employ in dealing with the Information about the setting. When th#; setttng is 
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percelveti ^»fc-ari= unlikely^ setting for a rapelobsefvers m^ht: . ^ ' 

= CRul^out the setting^ an important^ caUsal factorf and then 

look for one of the other causal factdr^s io be prlfnariiy responsl- 
ble, - Although the logical conclusion would seem to be to assign 
responsibility to* the Hpjsts we have seen considerable evide ; 
^^or the tendency to blame the victiM.- .^hu when the- setting 'js 
- /ruled out 'the vtttim may held more responsible- ^Sincenhe set- 
^ r y ting does not often produce rapes', t%^^i|ust be someJtMng about 

./ the participants in this Tap^* tfiat^e^^lalns the occurrpnce. , ... 
When/ the setting Is one 1n which rape 1s= a ve'ric cormion event, th1§ strateg}^ 
should jead cibservers to: ^ ' ^ v ' 

^ 2. Decide that the setting is a potefTti ally important causal factor ^ 
in producing r^e^ therefore not requiring theft other poss%je 
causal factors' be" ^assigned any significant, degree Of resRCNisibility. 
Thus,, the ^i^etim is- held less respoiislblei,^ ^ V 
We have called this th^ ''Sem1-log1cal, Division of Respons1bil1fy*'|^^^ 
Basically, observers aire Imagined to operatf^ on the information presented by 
seeki^ng the "most obvious causal factor based on the prior behaviors that 
have occurred, ""it Is a semi-logical model because wfelexpect observeVs will 

■ \ . ■ ■ ^ - ' ■. _ ' . ; . 

be biased toward an explanation .involving the victim. The Implication is 

^ l^^ ■ _ ^ % - ' ^ - 

that^i^ictim who was raped in. a setting which has not consfralned rape 1i 

the past fs likely to be perceived as less respons^ible for the 'rape than a/ 

v^lctlm who 1s raped In a setting where rapes usually do not occur. For 

examrtle, assuming that observers do not perceive the home as^ a se^tttng 1n 

which rapes often occur, victims who are raped i^/ their hornet would be per- 

ceived as more. responsible than other victims. This beeomes a|^a1 prQbl|ni . 

given the already mentioned hl'nh rate of rapes in the victim's owrt home.'-" « 

The second strategy that we have suggested is a possible apprj^ch by 



. ... .... ,. . , ■ ... _ 

■. ■ ■ . ■ '^tk':, ' ■ ' 

obsemrs ls wh^t we call, the "forese^abillty" approach,; 'Us1rt|^^^^^ approach 

when the raps occurred in a setling in whichf rape is pey^ceiyed as an linuaual 

■ ? • • • , •■ y y ^y - 

events bbseryers would: . ' V | ' / 

1.' See ^tie rape'as a unique event which could not have been antici^ 
Dated, arrd which capnat therefore be blamed on the victim. She 
could not have known that %he rape would take place th that ^e^tings 
, SO 'she is perceived as less responsible, ' 
When-the setting Is oHe in which rape Is a cormon occurrence observers would 
be expected to.: ■ ' " ■ 



2. Decfde that the victim should have known better tharp^to^be 1n a 
setting where rape takes place. Since she was In the getting, she 
Is perceived as fflore responsible for the rape. 
The "ForeseeablHty" approach assumes that observers expect the vi-ctlm to be 
responsible for avoiding rape, so as long as she fulfills that responsibility 
to/the,,best of her abilHy, she Is perceived as less responsible if she 1s 
raped. This strategy Is probably based on beliefs that the female controls 
the occurrence or nonoccurrence oft sexual activity. ^ ^ , ^ 

We obtained the first ^data relevant to the potential impact of context ^ 
variables in a recent study by Calhoun, Selby and Warring (1976)* In this ' 
study a rape episode was described in whiWi^ 3 variables were manipulated: 
'a) The depree of prior acquaintance between the victim and the ^. 

rapist - none vs slight ^- describe ^; / _ , 
% B) the prior rape history .of th^ victim - describe,* 

C) the frequency of rapes 1n the setting (7 vs 0 in 6 months) 
The frequency of rapes in the satting represents a fairly explicit manipuU- 
. tlon of the context. This manipulation prb^uced ,a number of significant 
effects, although there were no main effects for the con^bext variable, y ' 
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' ^ 0fi ferfo of the ,questl0ns askid bt observers^ thire was a significant 
ijlhree V3Ly;1n^ract1o irivol ving? \ - \ ' ' 

- se^ of ^server % rape, history of victim x setting * = 
The two questions involved the observers' perceptions of . ' 

1. . the eKtent to which the victim's behavidr the night of the rape 

led to her being raped • . . / 

2, the degree to-whleh thi r^ape was the victiii*'s fault 

The pattern of results was the same for each of these 1t#fns* . 

Female obtervers seemeti to use a slight variation of the'^Foreseeability 
approach. When the raape was unconstrtflned by the/sett1ng, that is when the 
rape had occurred ^:%thr past in ^^t setting^ and when the vlctlin herself 
had Keen raped'' before, the -^assignment of^fault to the victim was highest^ as 
were Ip'i^^ings of the extent to which her behavior the night of the rape 
probabfy-fcentrl bated to her being rapedv / ' . ' 

^^R^y, for female ob^ervers^ a victim who ^kn:Owr^of^the danger of ' 



1.=. * ' ■ "^.j, = i 
rape^^aRC^ been raped), and who enters^ a setting where rape is not, 

uncommon^ fehe'i^^^ for her own v1ct1mization-=she should 

have kriown^ bftt^eri 

^Mala ob^fervers seemed to-use a sl ight variation of the "Semi-logicaT \ 
Divisiofi^pf ^RM'porislbility" approach* When the setting constrained rape, 
-thatVis^whea%ape IS uncommon , and the victim had been raped before^ the- 
niales asligpftd ^the greatest degree of fault to the victim, and ,1nd1cated that 
her befa,v16r the night of the rape probably led to her being rapedV In the 
Semi-loglctl rnodel, since the setting is ruled out as important, the obserr 
ver seeks 4 possible cause in the other factors; Given that the victim^had 
been raped before , the Semi-logical model leads the obseryers to assign the 
victim more responsibility. ' 
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■ , thus, in this. flVs»t study we find evidence for both of the' hypQthe- ; 
, sized- approaches^to; asslgnin responsibility. Not surprisingly, thf 'settinf 
.marlipulatlon interacted with,-^the other Msriables. A sex difference^in , ** 

; approaches, was not anticipated. Most prior research hai in^^^^^ dif- 

■' ferehces, but they have usually Involved the amount of responsibjiity 

k assignetl to the*^1ct1ni, rather than a strategy difference. ^ -^H,* ^ i 

In our more recent research m mm ^een seeking a less txpllcjit fne^ni • 
^- to n^nlpulate the physical ooptext. ' Although the Information that the_ set- 

tinq had been the Scene of many versus no rapes un#ybtedly'^ altered • 
J obser^vens perception^ of the satting, we would.^lk^ to us#pbserv6^ a prtbri 
pf!rceRt1ons of settings to niantpulate the physical c6^ u * ' 

In this>ecent research we are attempting to categorize ptiilngs' 1n;a 
/manner; simlUr to that employed b/ Price and Bduffarb -( 197^^^^ 
I the extent to which certain settings constr|rtned a whole' set of behaviors^, 
as well as the perceived appropriateness of certain behaviar/setting pairs, 
OOr concern'is bbviously not with the approprlatiness of ^haylor/settlng^ 
^ pairs since rape 1s Clever appropriate^ rather we would like to determine 

what characteristics Influence the perception of a setting as one in which 
' rape Is likely or unlikely. ^ - ' \ 

We have just begun this series of investigations, and can report on a 
preltminary study. In 'this study we began by pre^n-ting a series of settings 
-to subjects and asking them to rate the settings on a series of dimensions. 
Included 1n the Items were ratings of the "perteived probability of a woman, 
being raped in the. setting" and the "perctived dangerousness of the setting". 

. The settings we^used. were not simply physical locations, but Included 
other Information which we felt was necessary 'to insure t^iat all subjects 

•■' were rating the same setting. For example, if we had given, the- subjects 
, . ■ .■ , . ' * • " ■ ' ^ 

"park" to rate-, some subjects might have been rat iTig a dark empty par kV " ■ 

while . others were rating a 'sunny park full of people'. -In; 'the: particular , 



settings we us^cj .in this, st'udy we ?!e^fne,d the settings by physical location, 
•Jj1m^-,of ;day»- and absence O'f 6ther\j)fiO|5l?. We. ended" up with settings Tike: 

: ; y-D ybur home at nighftp U In a park during . 

n 'the day^^alonl in a poVict station^ , ' - 

rfrm-^tlir^c^ of the perceived probability of rape^ and the; 

^ dangarQusnesrof the setting we sal ected two settings the Impact of 

^' settinq Variations', the two we selected from the opposite ends of the rank- 
1 Jfigs' Were: ' ' ^ ' » 

. ; at -nights alone In a police stolon 

: a^ *nl|ht,/ alone In a park ^ . . ; . v ? ■ • , 

We thea created; two rape scenarios Identical except for the physical cohtext 
of the-rape, and we presented these to a group of observers. Observers evalu 
: ated th€ rape episode on a number of dimensions, ^ut the results were fairly, 
clear'and consistent. \ ^ / 

When the rape took place In the high prbbati lity/dangerous setting (the 



' ; ' -^^^^ , g^esiter responsibility was assigned to the victim 

^ '2.* ■ the victim was judged to be the type of person who gets herself Into 
r V these^ situations . ^ ■ ^ - 

- 3.' the .victim was perceived as having been trisuff1c1entl'y\careful 
■ 4, in addition, the ratings .Indicated that 'she should have known better 
than to be in that setting , _i ^ 

The. sex of the observer did Tiot interact with the setting manipulation on any 

■ — ^ ' ■. ■ . " ■ '''' . . ' ' ■ I ^ . ' ' , ^ ■ 

of' the itemSj although ^there wre s^x differences on many items. Most indl- 
cat1ng|^'as usi^i^ a tendency for males to blame the victim more, ; ; 
^ At tl^Oresent time, then, Jt would seem that the "Fore^geabHity" : . . 
approach is the more likfely stnategy used by observers% The victim rapa^tm 
a coristralned setting was perceived in a more positive light in the present ' 



.■•'.,,> ■■ -f ■ • ■ -. ■ ^ ■ 

studyr even.by males'./ Obviously some further refinement is necessary since 

the twd Studies preaaated are.not even wholly consistent. Possibly the , , 

explicit manipulation of the setting In the first study and the. implicit^ 

manipulation sin the second study will prove to be an important distinction.'^,; 

The nfed for -further resaaroh tnto 'the impTicatlons of physicaT context 

'^manipulations should be clear' from the handout. There has been little 

attempt t-o provide a range of contexts that differ Jn the research to date. ,. • 

With three exceptions, two of these" by Drs. Calhoun, Selby and myself,^ the ^ 

settings used have been of the type that observers would probably consider 

high probability of rape settings, T.hey are also,, based on actual statistics, 

settings that account for a small proportion of the rapes that are reported. 

" 'The second "sociaT cdntext variable" that I would like to mention briefly 

Is-Ahe Interperspnal Context. In th.ls category we are prlmarilKcorisiderlng 

•the interpersonal relationship that existed'between the rapist md the victim 

■firlor to the rape. There are two major_ reasons for considering the 1m|,a6t' \* 

Ojf the prior relationship on the social perception of rape*^ First of all, 

although most reported rapes are committed by strangers, and the proportion 

is somewhere around ,70^|^ there are stiTi- a substantial number that do occur 

within t|ve context of some prior relationship (Schram, 1978). Secondly, it 

would seem, that- a- significant proportion. of rapes that are not reported may 

involve cases where the victim and offender were, acquainted. If this 1$ the 

case, then- an understanding of naive , observers perceptions of such cases m^' 

M||l5t In hej^lng these victims dear with the trauma of rape. _ Since "rape , • 

victims are also .naive observers, they may be stjbject to many of the misper-^ 

■ . V - ,' _ - ^ ^ ^ ' • ■ ; . 

ceptions that we uncover. ■ " . 

■ . ^ ■ s . _ 

The Study that I described earlier, by Calhoun, Selby and Warring (1976), 

involved a slight manipulation o^prior rel4tionship, but the extent of the 
relationship was minor. . 



•We have just recently completed a more extensive examltiatlon of tire', • 
potentfal tmpact of prior relationship. The study, on the .handout as Sel^,^ 
Cann., Calhoun, and Johnson" (1978), involved a manipulation bf the lengthlna^ 
ty^of prior relationship.' The rapist was ^escribed as someone the victim. - ' 
fttd been dating for jlther a few days, six months, or a year. In addition, , ■ 
1t wis revealed that during the dating they had previously erigaged In inter- • 
'Course, or had not had prior IrtterGOurse. There was" also a coritrol group in 
which the rapist was pr&sented as a str'anger^ ^ 

' We obtained a numberfof ratings concerning observers' perceptions of the 
victim's role and the rapist's role In the"Tape episode. Tt) "analyze these- 
we combined the ratings based on a factor analysis. There\were 6 variables 
that resultedr^ ..^ . . V 

1, fault to victim ' / - / ■ ^ ^ 

, 2/ fatilt to rapist ^ , . 

3. liking of -victim ^ ^^ . ■ :■■ . 

\ 4*'" l^ikihg of rapist - ' ; / ; . yv > 

5. liBx^as the motivation for the rape ^ ' - , • 

: 6*^^ circumstance^ as the cause - . 
^n initial analysis revealed that th? length of the relationship- had no effeeti 
so we collapsed across that: variable and' Included the "stranger^ contro^l group. 
ThU new analysis was on a 2 X 3 (sex of observer k type ^f-^elat1onsh1p) 

design. ^ ./ v . / ; ^ 

The results were faj^jy clear: . ■ 
1. The victim was perceived as most at fault when. she had been dating 
! the rapist, and had had prior intercourse. 
■Next most responsible was the Victim who. was raped by a stranger. 
, ;-The victim who had been dating trie ipRist, but had not had pnor / 
intercourse, was perceived as leas'lf^M'^ault. ■ f . , 



a,* ,Tha patteisn the fault asstg^ed to the rapist was not a preWsa 



reversar. 



The rapist Wh& was 5 stranpr wa| perceived as most at fiu'Tt,^^M 
/.Hhan the dating/no intercdurse rapftt- : V: 



:tH& raplsC'^hb hid had prior trfl^pto^^^W^he'^l^^ 
pfer ce i ve^ as l^as t^tjwttj 

^^S3Slflg/n6 ra^t fell mi dwa/, between these l^cfremes^ 

3. The victim was least w^^^ 




prior intercourse. 



5. 



.6. 



There were no differences between the .vtctims raped by the stranger 
or the dating/no Intercourse, ^ . , 

4. The llbng for the rapist was unaffected by the maifipulalfipm Jn — 
- general 5 he was not welT l iked. ; , 
Sex as the motivation for thei rape was rated lowest when the rapist: 
was'^ .stranger. There was rio difference between the two dating 
conditiQns. ^ ^ ^ 

The circumstances were Judged as least .:imp^^^ when the rape 
^ * involved the dating/no inter^Wf^se rapist. There Ms no difference 

between the other two conditions* 
These results Indicated quite clearly that, a womart^^hp is raped by a . 
man.she had "previously had^intercdurse with I's likely to be perceived as 
very .responsible -for the rape, these data-show that she is perceived as 
most at fault then, and the rapist is perceiyed as least at fault, ' 

The ratings of Interpersonal liking also Indicate that this type^ of ^ 
victim is perceived tn. a more negative light. ^ > ^ 

' -Again/ if you look through the handout you will see that very few 
■ ■ - , , ^ ■ . " ... • ..1 
studies -^have considered differences in .prior ^relationships in examining the 

socia<ip^rce^1on processes. The present results suggest that this variable 



be bf some 1 



ance, 



in closing I .would like to point 'out that although t have dlsGussed 
these context vaHables sep-arately, it is clear th'at a full understanding of 
the Processes involved will' require research in which the Interactions 
between these are considered. ^ • , . ^ . ■'; 

For e)cariiple'^ it would' not be surprising to find. that, a rape Which is _ 
described as occurring- in a setting which is perceived as rel atively^safe, ^ 
like' the victim's ho.me, is Interpreted differently jf the'offender is^ysf^ 
one with whom the victim has some prior relationship, rather than a stranger 
Similarly, a rape occurring in a dangerous setting, but committed by a .man, 
known by the victim creates a totally new'" impression. It Is our hope that • 
some of these questions, Involving the social contexts vari^ables, will re- 
ceive greater attention. tfe; . "'--'^f^ " " 
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